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Ike whole day hat been oonsumed in a spirited discuaairami the admission of evidence. The prosecution have
been oul-gcneralled, as the defence have managed to

get In evidence which has carried Mr. Key and Mrs. Sickles
ap to the door ot the asdgnation house. Startled at thta
Ike prnaccutlon Jumped up yesterday and objected. The
defence now turn upon them with the question why they
allowed them to go this length and then atop them on the
threshold ot guilt?

Tito Couit has got Into a false position. If it rule out
farther testimony the jury will suspect its impartiality,
and the eifeet ont of doors will be unfavorable. If the
Court let In the evidence, tne crime 01 »-ju-.»cry wm dm

proved. Wbattf it be proved, ex;laitn the prosecution,
that does not J'iBtIfy the homicide! Why, thon, Uk the
defence, do you object to our evidenccff
On Monday the Court will give Its decision on this grave

point, and there is much anxiety here to know what that
decision will be. If It is adverse to the defenoe, it is not
improbable they will rest thetr case and leave the prisoner
in the hands of the Jury. The prosecution may oall some
rebutting testimony, when the summing up on both sides
will follow. The case will close, then, towards the end of
next week.

{PROCEEDINGS BEFOTtE THE COURT.
Wamimuto.v, April 10.11 A. M.

We are requested, on the part of Mr. Sickles, to state
that be deeply regrets, for many reasons, but particularlylor the sake of his child, who must one day read the
reeord of her mother's shame, that the confession of Mrs.
Sickles was published. The publication was contrary to bis
wishes, and if it bad been within his power he would
have suppressed it.
The Court opened at the usual hour, and with the usual
rewd in attendance.
Tto argument on the question of the admissibility of
videnee of adultery was pretermitted for the present, In

order to allow l'eter Cagger.of Albany, to be examined,
lie being desirous to return home this afternoon.

EVIDENCE OF PETEH OAUQKR.
Peter Cogger examined by Mr. Brady.I am a member

of the bar, residing in the city of Albany; have known
Mr. Siskles for twelve years and upwards; saw Mr. Key
but once, in June, 1868; I was introduced to him by letter
frem Mr. Sickles, and engaged him in a case a* cnunsol.

lis the Court.I retained Mr. Key's services on tbo
ground of that letter of introduction.
Mot cress examined

ABGUMXNT OF COUNSEL.
Mr. Ould would like to refer the counsel for the defenoe

to one or two additional authorities: third volume Jones'
L*w Reports, tlie State against Reuben Samuel; ths Kute

«. John P. Urelghton, lrcaeu, page ie«; vnu state vs
John 6. Ferguson, UlU's South Carolina Reports, page 019.

Ur. t'UlltpB resumed hi* argument. Ho baa discussed
yesterday the following propositions 1. That if the evidenceoffered ia admissible for any purpose It must be
rectivcd. 2. That the issue presented by the iudictBentis not whether there has been a killing, but
Whether (here has been a murder. 3. That, to
ocifcUtute uiurddr, there must be established a killing with

deliberate intent or mall<-e prepense. 4. That the
malice of the law implied a wcked, dejiraved, and mallg
nml fpi' it, a heart regardless ot social duty, and
fatally bent on m'sohief. 6. That eren In esses
of express malice, arising out or a ptst grudgo, tr
ttteie has Intervened a new provoi-tlion, It was
not to be presumed the killing was on the n'd grudge.
6. Tbat in cases where the law presume* rotlio>
from the act of killing, this presumption m«yb« roaut
ted by expressions ot &ood will and »cu of kindness on
the p >rt of the prisoner towards the deceased, si ways c raslderedimportant evidence, as showing what w.ih bU
general disposition towards ibe deceased, from whnh tb)
jury may be led to conclude thai bis int. ntlon could
not bavo been what the charge Imputes. (Quoting
2d Furiiell, page 6"8 ) fbat this presumption may a's>
be rebutted by showing that the killing was in pistion,
for passions arising from suflinent provocation is ovidnnce
of the absence of m ilioe. (Quoting l'rom the Commonwealthaganst Bell, pige Ifi'i.) 7. Taut as the law
declares adultery to bo tno greatest of all provocations,
tbere could be uo such legal absurdity a* permitting evl
dunce of the lesser provocation, and excluding evidence of
the greater. 8. This brought me to the consideration
of the admission of the prosecution that If the accused had
und witn his owu eyes the very act of adultery, then the
provocation given oou'd lie giveu in evidence, but no',
othfrwise. This I demonstrate to be wholly unreasonable
MO fallacious, by showing that the eye, the ear and tbi
touch were but media through which futs were trans
milted to the brain, and that these governed tne will and
decided the action. I was Illustrating the position tha the
knowledge of the adultery, at the time of its commlsson,
coald be an definitely conveyed to the mind by tno car or
tfca touch m ov the eve. and cited cxicnnles to this nnrt
when ihr adjournment of the court took place. He had
yeru-rday presented a «'**« iu illustration of the falsity «d>1
ahturdity ol the doctrine that a man m ist ace the act of
adultery to entitle him to set it up Id (ustiQcation. H<5
light alro illustrate the nm« idea by the case of the blind

van. Ho bad seen a picture of Hogarthrepresenting a
ctne at an Kngilsb hustings whore, aa old man, with t!io
snows of mtay winters ou uis head and without bis right
artn, which be bad lost In tbe service of his country,
aamo up to vote. Tbe Id man was challenged,
and the Judge declared that, Inasmuch ai tbe form of tli"
Nth required tbe person taking it U> place bin right hand
ao tbe book, and that aa this muu bad no right band, be
was not a competent voter. That doctrine was about as
absnrd at tbe doctrine laid down by tbe prosecution that
(fee basbaad must And the adulterer in the very act. Sup.
pose a husband lound tbe adulterer In hie wife's bed, In a
State of quiescence, or found him disrobing or clothing
btatself In tbe bedroom or bis wife, would It be held tbat
that fact would not be a legal justification f
Tbe District Attorney did not know that there was any

wall defined line In this matter.
Mr. Phillips replied that there was no reason for this

rate, as In the nature or things It would be impossible to
make the proor, and where tbe reason of the law does not
apply tbe law Itself is at an end. Did not tbe adulterer
Itivariably eDdeavor to shield himself from detection?
Besides, if the husband did Ond the parties In the
not, how was it to be proved? The tongue of
tfae adulterer Is palsied, the tongue or the
wife la silenced by tbe law, and the prisonercannot give evldenoe in his owa cause, ft waa
Mt therefore tbe mere witnessing of the fact, but the
knowledge or It. however derived, which stirs the human

rprions and lashes them into fury; and tr the adulterer
killed in the transport of ptsxioo thus aroused, tbe

law. wblcb is a rule for the govercmont of man, has regardfor tbe frailties wbieb hang around the human
bet it. The most liberal Interpretation ot the law docs

* that tko Irllllriff chnuM h/> /vtnsHaMMi

with the set of adultery Counsel referral to 1st
Russell, [«<« 4 to 10, to show that though the killing
Kay be sulistMjueut, yet It will not be murder If not done
deliberately and upon revenge counsel rIho disaupsjd
the cue of Manning, on wbion ho said this prosecution
entirely relied, end even there tbe Judge's uuanimously
declated " that the killlrg wu hot manslaughter, and
the prisoner having CIorgy at tbe bar, the sentence was
that he be burned in the band, and the Court directed the
meeutioner to bnra tbe hand Tory slightly, as adultery
Wis the greatest provocation tliat a mm oould
receive, sr.d was too ninth for him to hear."
With a view of testing this muter still fur
tber, suppose they were to convert this Judicial
resolution of the J idgcs in Manning's caso into a statute
gainst adultery, that any person round in tbe act should

MATer such and such punishment, and If a person were indietedunder that stnlnte what amount ot evidence, hi
would ask, would b« sufficient to oonvinco the Jury that
the offence bad been committed)1 Would It be lor a mo
sent contended that the witnesses must testifyto toeing tbe very art It/Kdl? The statute of

MsiwMfeasetts deelsred that, auy ptrty wbo had boon
ffnllty of the crlm» of adultery should euflitr so and so,And there what evidence was necessary to oonvict a man
wider it. He would read somn or ibe decisions th«re
Couifel referred to the esse of the Commonwealth vsMori la, 1st vol. Gushing, p :t»4, and also to vol. U Pick
ling, p. 6t8, In tho case of Uie Commonwealth VS. Merrton. The rule was the seine In oiber States and In thengllah court* He referred to the cue of the State vsWallace, N. H. Reports, and to a rase In Alabama Ho

also referred to tho opinion of lord Stowidl, vol a Greenleaf's Evidence, *hero It Is declared that It Is
not nece sary to prove the fact of adulterybet to prove such lacta as led to tbe inertkklAl&farrnra tlitl t.h« rWT»haa haH Kn..n

mltted. Th« clrcnmetnnoca mutt been~ha»to lo« l tho
guarded opinion of a dinercot m»n to such a owoluslou.
Oauniel would lUk whether the knowledge oo the part of
the huitband or Ilia adultery in required tn he greater and
norr compi<-t«, in order to J unify the provocal ton, than
would be required by a jury or twelve deliberate %nd Im

Crtlal m*n to ronvlnoe ibrnn If they were trying the very
ae of aduHerv. To aak that would l> - t« revere*

all oor notion* In reference to the principle* of law,
gad In referenoe to tbe prlnoMee of humanity,
jn the cane of John, reported In Iredell, John wan a

elavc, and there being no mariul right* recognized aa be-

E NE
tween rlavrs, there could be no adultery. Bat the cnun
el on the other aide had nld there «u do distinction in
law between slaves an1 freemen.

Mr. Carlisle.Ob, no, I dlii not say thai, there are locallaws, of court e, uflectiug slaves.
Mr. Phillips supposed that tbe gentleman bad reference

then to moral principles. He would take that to be tbe
care, and be would ask, would there be no dlat'Dctim or
difference of feeling between the case of a white man,
whose marital rights are recogniznd by law and by sooietv,and those of a black man, wbo bas no marital rights?
Tne very statement of the proposition was enough to show
its fallacy. Tbe counsel would ask, what would be tbe
condition of the defenoe If, after excluding the evidence of
the provocation, tbe Piatrlct Attorn*y would call upon the
jury to declare tbat the passion of the prisoner, whicn had
been proved, was Aotitious and feigned, not real.

Mr. Carlisle thought be had noticed the point by saying
thnt tbe pntsion was immaterial unless produced by provocation,and that a previous adultery was no legal provocation.

Mr. I'hillips held tbat if they bad aright to'show the
passion, they had a right to abow tbe provocation for that
pats on, to as to exclude the possibility of argument that
tbat paction was fictitious, not real. Counsel referred la
vol 1. Phillips on Evidence, p. 172, and vol. t,6roenleaf,
r. 114, section 102. What did they offer to provo m this
cacti a syeternalised adultery, carried on in the absence
of the accused, in hh> house, and in the bouse of the deceased;tbst these facts wore made known to the prldoner,and tbat a few momenta before the homicide tbe
(lag of tho adulterer was floating In the very eye* of the
pr it oner. Under these facts, whatever calmness time
might bsve imparted to tbe heart of the accused after bis
Hist knowledge of the transaction, they Insisted tbat beforethe killing there was a new provocation In the eyes
of all reasonable men to Justify tbe commission of the act.
Counsel was grieved to see that counsel for the prosecution
had laid down the proposition that when the prisoner had
knowledge of the faithlessness of his wife there was no
cause lor his passion.

Mr. Uarllsie only made that point In answer to the plea
ui mr uifuiMuc uaviug ucru UUUUUIHOU UU hw (Wi UI WUO

prisoner to prevent the onme of adultery.
Mr. Phillips.The argument was, that because the wife

had been loathsome U> the prisoner, the signal of th« defeatedformed no ground tor passion which would lead to
JufclilkaliOi).

Mr. Carlisle disclaimed any such Idea, and hoped the
Court did not so understand him.
The Judge said he had underetood it as Mr. Carlisle did.
Mr. I'biliips.IJis Honor occupied a position in this cue

which seldom falls to the lot of any Judge, lie was not
called upon to make a law In this case, but to apply ths
analogies of the law to the new facts presented In this extraordinarycase. This sometimes occurred In criminal
ores, and it signally occurred in the present; for
the point now discussed was, as far as be knew,
never discussed or adjudicated by any tribunal in this
country or In Kupland. Here they offered to prove the
truth. What were the rules of evidence made for but
the elucidation of the truth? And should these rules be
converted into an instrument for the suppression of the
troth? Before such a principle was established it would
be necessary, in the words of Curran, "That language
fhould dlo away in the hearts of the people, and that humanityshould have no ear,and liberty no tongue." That
is the period and degradation when alone such a doctrine
can be successfully maintained In a court of justice. If
on Ibis point there should be any doubt In the mind
of your Honor as to whether the testimony should
be admitted or not, that doubt ought to be resolved
in favor of the application in this case. The oldest trial
on record having any analogy to this was that of
Orestes, for slaying the adulterer of his mother,
which was tried before the Court of the Arcopagltes
The Goddess of Wisdom is represented as having presided
there, and having caat her controlling ballot in favor of
the accused; and from that day wo have had the beautiful
type thus derived wherever civilisation has spread, that
justice tempered with mercy constitutes the rule which
determines the action of the courts of Justice. With
there remarks he submitted the case.

Counsel for Mr. Sicklts said the presentation of the case
is tliub:.The counsel lor the defence ask that certain evidencebe received; the counsel of the prosecution ask that
it be excluded, bccause, if received, the Court is bound, as
a matter of law, to decide that it goes for notbing; the
qnection far the Court is virtually this.whether the testimonyshall bo first received and the effecijudged or afterwards.He then stated the propositions which wero
rfTofOil «as»nii(*ao kv tka ilafatiaa HT. Ka ..IJ

ofl'er thews fire propositions on four grounds:.
First, as making out a justification tn the act of Mr. SickIt*;
second, as establishing the provocation which led to tho
perpetration of the net; third, as lllum'nating the state of
Mr. Sickles' mind with regard to insanity, or a miud of
unsoundness at the time of the commission of tho act;
fourth, as proving the truth of Mr. Sickles' declaration at
the time of the affray, thut the ciuse which induced him to
th" commission of the act was the sense of the adulterous
intercourse between Mr. Key and Mrs. Sickles. In other
words, the facts show that be was tho instrument in the
hand* of his Mtker to carry out the Judgment against
adultery, wbich is denounced by the Court of tloaven. It
was necessary for him to repeat this, as the senior counsel
for the prosecution (Carlisle) hud claimed he had misunderstoodhim. The counsel bod entirely misconceived the
scope and eftect ot his address.

Mr. Carlis'e. Quite unintentionally.
Counsel for Vr. Sickles.In order to sustain the prosecution,tbc evidence, it Is clatmod, must establish four

facts:.Klret, that the defendant was moved and seduced
by the instigation of the devil to perpetrate the crime;
second, that he killed tho decessed feloniously, maliciouslyand of his malice aforethought; third, that the act was
against the peace and government of the United States;
fourth, that at the time of the commission of tho ant tho
deceased was in the peace of God and the United States.
an I wo distinctly and confidently say the deoeas*! was
neither in the peace of God nor In that of the United
States. We propose to show thai wo are not invading a
new domain of proof. Wo are not offering facts or evidencewhich have not already been encroached upon by
testimony. We are seeking to extend the line of proof
already commenced, and if It stops here we leavft no
doubt, morally or lega'ly, in the mind of any
man, of tho existence of this very adultery
which we seek U> establish by more positive proof. Tho
prosecution thought wo would have difficulty to prove
this, and that they might get the benefit of supposed
failure; in other words, the prosecution experimented
with us and allowed us to go to a certain stage, and when
they find us aide to extend the proof thev ask the Oourt
to stay onr progress. The question Is whether the Oourt
can exclude the evidence we seek to adduce. Wo have
cfT' red proof as to the friendly relations wbich existed
between the defendant and debased, and that Mr. K"v
availed himself of the friendly acts of the defendant. Wo
have shown, in the second place, that immediately before,
and up to tho lime of the commission ot this alleged
criminal act, the defendant was In a state
or irerzy or menial unsoundness wmcb Tor
bids the idea of ktlliDg with rational mind.
In the third place we bare shown that at tbo very time
of the act Mr. Sickles declared wtiat was the maddening
cause of bis conduct. Fourth, tbat tbe de-oast*! coustaiitlymano tbe defendant's bonae tbe piano of adulterousatniguation opto tbe time of bis death. Flftb,
tbat Mr. Kej and Mrs. Sickles not only went in tbe direc
tlon of Uie house wbere it Is charged thoy committed
adultery, hut tbat Deforo tbe death of Mr. Key tbey wero
located outt-ioe tbe bouse, in the very act of entering tbe
doors. The simple question is, whether our proor shall
take tbem beyond that door, and woelber we shall be permittedto chow tbe Jury tbe guilty correspondence be-
twien th> m. so as to leave no doubt on tbo point tbit the
deceased and Mrs. S. were pursuing a confirmed and
habitual adulterous Intercourse. In other words, this
was not an attempt to Invade a new territory of proof, but
to exbaust all their proof in regard to a matter In wblnh
tbey fairly exhausted their proof It was a rule of law tbat
wbcre objection Is to be made to a line of proof, tbat objec
tion must be made in line, and once the tbreshhold la pissedIt oannot be required of the party to retrace bis steps.
He asked tbe Com t whether the law countenanced such
an experiment as that evidently made by tbe prosecution
In this ease? In the case of a witness who answers any
question which he might not have answered, be is not al-
lowed to object to answering further questions on the same
paint. Tbe prosecution bad permitted the defenoe to sbo w
certain facts which did not essentials the main fact; and
now would they ask this Court to stultify itself by restrainingthe proof on the point of adultery? After having
biiuwcu uiu uoiuuvQ vu gu so iw, toe prosecuuoa
urge tbe doctrine that, unless the huaband detect his
wile In the very ac. of ahame be bM no right* against
the party who ha* deflowered her body, and cannot set
up the adultery aa a justification for bla act. In
order to reduce tbe grade of offence, It Is
urged that the husband mast see the act or shame with
hia own eyea; otherwise, he mutt et\nd before the Court
and the world as one or the highest crimlaala known to the
law. So long us paaslon waa carried on secretly ana clandestinely,ao long would the husband, according to this
doctrine, be deprived of all rlgut aa against bla wife's
adulterer. Hi* Honor knew that In oaaea of divorce, a
chain of ovidencc which led the mind to the I (resistible
concluaion or adultery was all that la ever required.
(Gcuntel referred to a Ureenleaf, aectiona II and 43.)rruxiroatud facta, leading on to tbe demonatration or eetabluriimentof guilt, are all that the law requires in eases
uf dlvoree. Adultery is a continuous fact, and, wnero
oncc shown k> exist, It Is presumed to overshsdow all subsequentluroclatlora of the parties. A grout otTirt waa
made here to excite prejudice ngainat the groand taken by
tho defence. Now, It nua hardly necessary for blm to appealto this Court to s^y that he had uot laid down tne
doctrine that any man has a right to slay an adulterer la
cold blood, and as a resu't of calm deliberation. Whatever,said he, my views are on that subject, I have
distinctly restrained their expression In this case,
because, at every stage of the case, I have Insistedthat there la not a single feature oommaoicating
p. eme Illation to tbe act which places tho defendant at the
bar of this Court. What I have s.tld, and what I aay now,
and what 1 am prepared to say, la this: that when a hue
hand catches an adulterer of nia wife, either in thua .t of
coition, or so uo&r to that act as to leave no doubt of hia
guilt, that the frenr.j which seizes on tbe huaband la tho
mt><iu which the Alnvgbly hsa adopted of turning that
buslmnd Into his instrument for carrying out tho judg
mrni which tie nun acnouncna njjmrxi mo aamieror, and
if the Hi bio proves anything, I challenge any mm who
even profewos a nornlmil belief in it to (talnaay that. I
»a? tlial tlu> Almlgl.ty bu made u* with iach instincts
that there ore certain provocation* no operating on ua as
that when th«y do work on ua we are thrown ou these Instincts,and that our acta become but the eieoutlon ofllio
law of Henvcn. Now I will Hnppose a caae. W« have all
had* mother*, and can enter Into the foaling* which on
clrclo a rotation of that kind. (V>uld It bo expected that a
kod should (land In tbo presence of hli motber and see an
indignity, whether It amouca to violence or not, offered to
hert And If ho rope In the midst of bla fooling*
and alow tbe party wbo outraged the parent from
whose womb be came, whore la tbo Jury that would oxmvicthim of crime In an doing? Now, what li It that justi
Hop, what that necessitates, a slaying under such circumstance*r It ta the Irrertatibia Inflm noe of that love which
the great Creator haa implanted even tn tho breaat of a brute
toward* tbe parent brute that produced It, la nut that
precisely the affection that identifies itself with the reia-
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lion of hupband >d1 wUet And if, tt the time if ine in-
digbity to tbst relation, U>e party «»o is ionooent, or any
partic'paton in Ihst tndigDity 1» to fr#nziod by these la-
stincts, which are a pari of him, m mal ho oouM l(* re-

f*i being driven on 10 tbe reeult thit w ioovitably p'aced
Dtlore Lint., be Ibue become as involuntary inalr uroent in
Ibe execution of aJudgment for which, and the axeotiiloa
of which, he wee invedel by niture to iw as lattrument.
That is tbe doctrine I have endeavored to p'aoe before Hie
court and Jury. U la unnecessary for as to Insist to tile
case that a husband. aTlar be baa discovered the fact of
hla wife's adultery, baa a right dHiberatoly to oooolode
open and accomplish tbedriuiof the sdolterer. Wneretbe
husband slays under tbe tofluent of fwnxy, be slays in
obtdience to tbe will of nature. Where he slays la
the possession of hie faculties, be slays In obedkenoe to
his owe will. Oar dootrine goes to that extent, and to no
fleeter extent Wbeu tbe mtnd M frenzied there Is no
will but that which directs everything; bat whve the
and Is in the possession of reason, then it is in possessIon
of thai will whlcb the great Creator has vouchsafed to
every mind. An tObrt has been mat* here to satisfy tbe
Com t that we are trying to throw thin defenoe back on
what is odiously called tbe higher law. tbe origin of that
term Is peifretly well known to all of as. It orlginttvi
with tome ftratios, wbo, for the purpose of acoompllsti
Kg political ends, would subvert tbe structure o< our gov
eminent. So far as any odium is sought to be thrown on
this defence by identifying It with that doctrine, we disownconnection with these words; hut I sav that, as la the
rssc of Individuals, no In the due of communities: like Individuatetbey are required to take the admlnietrstioa of
tbe law into their own hands, and administer It for their
own bttitfit; because those wto have been conSJed with
its administration have not been true to the dutlee im
I* ted on Ibem. Counsel here referred to the case of tbe
Vigilance Committee or Ban Francisco, and prooeedel: If
there are periods when. and at whian. communities are
juBi.iueu iu rising, uiu roMii»u( nuu pupuraiug Bummanlythe wrong* under which they have so loug ground,
I ask whether or not, to analogy to that. Individual may
not at times, too, become Infected with slmlUr rights,
and whether they are not entitled to rise, In the dignity 01
their individual natures, and resolve themsulvui into the
inatiument of Deity for the purpose of accomplishing and
carrying out his ends? Counsel again quoted frnn the
Sermon on tho Mount.St Mitthew, pth chapter, 28tb
verte.for the purpose of showing that the body of the
wife Is to all Interns and purposes defiled by tho lustful
eyes of the man who lusts for her:.
But I say unto you, that whosoever lookath on a woman ti

Installer her hath committed adultery with bar already In bi
heart
So that, said he, so for as the adultery of deceased could

be perfected, It was In the course of being made perfect
at the very time h« was met by the defendant on tbo occasionleading to the affray. As to the benignity of the law iu
allowing the defence of adultery to reduco the grado of the
offence to manslaughter, counsel asked, la tho Taw benlgur
Is that the mercy which the jury are in the habit of ask
log when they >ay the Lord'a Pray erf Is the law banigu,
is its benignity to be found in reducing the act of the bus
band from murder to manslaughter when be finds bin
wife actually engaged in her act of shame? I] that benignity?.is it mercy?.is it lenity? And yet the counsel
for the prosecution say that whan tho bur band e itches the
wife In her shame the law la benignant.then and onij
then. This doctrine of the prosecution waa mainly based
on the caae of John, cited in 8th Iredell. All tho remarks
made there by the Oout were ubiter, for in that caae.a
slave case.the rights of the husband did not exist. Iho
Mterdicta of Judges had been tho ouoasion of moreoomu
sion in tho law than arose from auy other or all other causes.
His Honor would find that that case in 8th Iredell repudiatesthe doctrine of moral insanity.a doctrine reco^
nized by his Honor and all the great Jurist* of tbo country.
VThy, then, should it be relied on in regard to oUuir
points? What was the origin of the rule which says, that
where a man catches his wife in her shamo, and slays the
adulterer, his offence is reduccd to manslaughter? Iu the
case in which that rule was declared, Uicre waa a special
verdict made in reference to a particular state of facts;
and was it to bind ail other cases? The rule In the case
of Maddy is reported in Bale's Pleas of tho Crown, which
were written in 1700. That rule was copied by Hawkins,
which was written in 1724. It was again copied by Koe
ter, and again by East. Did these writers sanction the
rule? No; all they did was to refer to It, without giving it
we weignt ui u.eir numeB at ail; merelore it was a were
historical fact, Dot endorsed by afcy or these authorities
tbat in the reign of Charles II. such a rule was declared
by tbo Court of Queen's Bench on a particular state of
facts. Was tbat rule to govern this case? Juries were at
tbat time mere instruments In the bands of toe Coui t;
jury trials were then a mockery. Is this great Institution,
which like a mighty tree strikes its roots <it*o(i la tbe sail
o( tbe conttitution, to be restrained and restricted ia its
growth for tbe purine of encircling its truuk and branch
es with an arbitrary rule made under a despotic govern
meiitand In a corrupt age? Tbe jury system is uowdere
loped and is perfect, and it was Idle to try to apply to It
tbe rule of two centuries since. Then tbu Jury bad no
ngbt to patK upon tbe motive or Intention of tbo accuse );
tbat was kept lor tbe decision of tbe Judge; but here tbe
jury was as absolute as tbe Autocrat of all the Russias;big
Honor could not restrain tbem; nothing his Honor could
say should huve more weight upon them, in referenoe at
lc»it to the facts, than what fell from the lips of tbe coun
sol. Another consideration weighing agatuat tbu ruta Id
Maddy 'a case was that the Judges wer« anxious to aggrandizeand enrich the coffin ofthe king, and while there the
prisoner was absolved from all corporal punishment,
Iiis estates passed into tbe king's treasury.
To ebow that counsel was cot reviling the
old law, bo relcr-ed to Foster on that point, page 264.
There was much prcgress made In tbe law since that time.
To illustrate tbat be reierred to tbe difference between
now and tbrn, In regwd to the plea of insanity. Accord
ing to Lord Hale, nothing but a perfect extinguishment of
the candle of the m<hd would satisfy the behests of tbe
law In regard to irresponsibility. If the law of sanity had
changed so, so bad other laws changed, aud as well might
Hale be cited now to show that hia Honor was not right lu
his ruling In cas«s of insanity, as be cited to show that
It was necessary for a husband to catch his wlt'e In the
act of coition to reduce the grado of homicide to manslaughter.Besides, it wag suggested to him by hi* colleague(Mr. Brady) tbat Lord Hale presided in casus of
piosecution for witchcraft; therefore, he slid that, non
clutanle Lord Hale, this question was to-day a new one.
Cnuhfei ieffrred to the statute of James I. in regard to
homicide, in reference to which statute it was held that
the case of an adulterer stabbed by the husband was not
within the statute, and i! the husband wa« Indicted,under
tbat statute the Jury were directed to acquit; and so tbe
indictment in such cases was made under the common
law : Shy lock-like, they secured their pound of flesh
by indicting the husband under the common law,
so as to get his estates for tbe crown. Was
not this by pccrlsy? Was it not such protection as the wolf
gives to the lamb, covering and devouring it? It wou d he
for bis Honor to say whether this rule was to be the rule
of morality and society in these days. Counsel referred
to Pearson's cafe, in Lewis' Crown Cases, 218, where tho
Judges followed with the most implicit blindness everythingthat emanated from such a Moloch as Lord llale
For the purpose of enforcing tbe right of defence to this
testimony be submitted: first, tbe Constuution of the
United States, as having broken down the old system of
cptclsl verdiots, arguing ir tbo Court can dispense with a

Jury It can abrogate that provision of the constitution
which provides tbat the trial of all crimes, except In cases
oi impcacumeut, t*u»n ue vy jury. » is lur uio jury
themselves, on ttie fects themselves, to form judgments
with oil the surrounding circumstances. North or .South
Carolina might make what laws they please for the trial
of State offences, but they could not come into the federal
courts and strike down U>e constitution of the land The
learned counsel (Mr. Carlisle) said he loved North Carolinalaw because of Its mustlness of one buulreU and sixty
or one hundred and eighty years, and the inference tu
that be would rather have lived at that time; but as
for himself (the counsel for the defence) he would
prefer to live when he now did. (Laughter.) He
would sbow that we are not to kneel to old
idols and run after strange gods; the gods ws are to worshipare our household gods; we are not to ton after those
of other countries. The second point is this:.In the presentcase the Intention Is synonymous with the state of
mind, and the causes which produced the slat* ol' the
mind are admissible for the purpose of illustrating the defendant'sacta. In Da/Ts case this Court reooived the
whole narrative; von permitted the prisoner to show that
bis wife bad a child three or four months after marriage;
you permitted him to establish all the facts In evidence;
and at the close of the case the effoot of these facta was
judged of. In Jarboe's case the same thing was allowed;the deceased seduced the prisoner's Bister, under promise
of marrisge. Now, the door through which these facts
entered in these cases Is sought to be closed against us.
In the case of Singleton Meroer all the fa :ta were narrated;
for the sister of Mercer waa permitted to take lh« stand and
trace out her acquaintance with Bebertoa. Iq the case of
tSmltb, wbtcb will bo round In Wharton on homicide,all the facta were permitted to be elicited:
Captain Carton had absconded from bla wife, and
been gone two years without being beard
from, and bla wife married Smith. Caraon turned up and
claimed bla wife. A contention occurred, which resulted In
the second husband killing the first; all the facia were
received In evidence, and the case adjudged In flew of
tbem. 80 in the case of HatOeld, showing that dis«un»
was produced by a wound reo< red in battle. In all those
eases, the Court permitted the party to trace out the act
to tho res) cauae. there waa no limit or time. We lay,
in the next place, the testimony offered establishes tbe
trntli of tbe declaration at tho time of tlio occurrence
Ibat It disprove* the idea of mere pretence; It goes to
stow that Mr. Key had drawn off Mr. Sickles' wire from
ber true snd lawful allegiance, and that Mr. Sickles did
Lot Imagine or feign what he utteied,but uttered the
real bet; that the fact existed precisely as he declared it,
and be declared It becanae be was Informed of It lu
such a way aa to leave no doabt of Ita existence.
011 what principle, then, waa the defence not enti
tied to It? If the defence waa that Mr. sickles slaw
Mr. Key under a delusion, we would pro?e that ho
Imagined the fact, and they would trace out the origin of
Uie delusion. Now. aa the law permits It to be shown that
a man can become Insane from real as well aa Imaginary
caures, what dlOe-ii'Dce is thero In the application of tbe
rule? Iu the time of lord Erakine it waa only delusion;
now it is admitted man can bucome insane from real
cvises. If we can show the origin ot onr delusion and all
tbe circumstances, why are we not ontltled to trace back
tbe state of Mr. Pickles' mind and all tbe causes which
produced It, although they may be real. Aa it waa In oonner.txmwith hla wife that Mr. Slcklea frensy or tempo
rary mental unsoundness aroae, shall we not show the extentand character of Mr. Key's relation with her? Where
the act of the defendant waa oommlited under the laHuenceof tbe marrlsgo relation, and everything turna on
the conduct of hta wife, why should he not be permittedto avail himaelf of kuch conduct to shield himself from
conviction. when the conduct of tho wife waa the
rauie of the ftensy which superinduced the act whloh
be committed? The knowledge of tho adultery of
Mra. Slcklea waa the propelling power, and waa a part of
the rtt i/altt. Counsel then procseded to make plain to
He Cai-ilaU'a »k.a . -»-

a, ana qnot«A from v»rlou* authorities to *how tl vu knpoMitil* to lar down IUiM a. to the rule of juatiOcaUon. AUthe "raunMuoMof Ut« MM mwt ba conBWered. No mutter wtM tbo ;
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rb. Intervening riroumsUse. render the chain d
centintdls, end certain tacts hippeniog, no m*Uer wdU <i
IU MM, they become a part of lb* feom they quail- 1
fy. Nesssiter wUeo the adultery took pl»c . the q-i**twin I
Is, whef<td*flrst com* to lite knowledge? This* toe time
U to* )lM. when the husband Orel be«rd of It. It then
took pliM tofore his eyes. Be was the witneee of his
vlflel mm, and in imagination conld carry himself to
that piiM «* time when on ber bod she surrendered hermKwMdebasinglusts of Mr. Key. The effect to Men
prodees I, Md that is the attitude or the defendant. He
momm Mailed of the fact the nltht before; his feelleg«
nere he wing and cn.mloatlsg through the night; be had
bo sleep this victim of grief; there was everything to drive
bto esod >vent forward to the maddening point, And erey
moment M heard the story of his wife's shame, and eaw
the infsi tf belor j him. It was the treebneee of the occurrcnoe« the farm for which he was plaoed at this bar.
Another} foundation, another ground on which the evidencetomapurtaut, is that it explains the meaning of the
waving M the handkerchief, and place* the deoeasod in
flofrank dtUdo at the time of bis death. He then committed4 altery In hli heart against the prohibition of the
Good Bm I. Now, Key had teen Mr. Bcklea come from hi«
botte, ai d went in the direction he knew be would not
i ncoutiU the huebaud, lor the purpose of getting up an
uuolteiofe lot- reourie with lira. SicIdea. Could any one
donM tbpt Ibis waa the true explanation of toe oondust
ot tbe dweaaed at the time? There la enough In the ctae
already to abow what tbe waving of the handkerchief
meant. But wby are we restrained from giving further
evidence! Wby deny tbe effect of tb a waving on the
mind ol| the priaouei? It ia testimony to which we are
entitled.[ I aak, if there la any doubt aa to wb&t the
mesnmfilf the flattering of the handkerchief waa,wby not
permit *a to prove beyond a douit th»t In reopuose
to the signal the wife waa carried from the mantionef Mr husband to the place where tbe deceaaadwasin tbe babit of enjoying her b.->4j?
The Ml point la. even bv the declaration of the debatedhimself, tnc prlgooer baa the right to show
the status of hie mind And the causes which superinduced
it. Ttia the counsel maintained by reference totheoaae
of King tgamst Whitehead, and other authorities, aid
quoted to abow where a prisoner waa permitted to prove
that hla participation in a criminal act was voluntary.
We aak, continued the counsel, to be permitted to Bhow
tbe alayiog of Mr. Key was Just aa involuntary as though
be waa hurtled on by the violence of a mob; but instead
of being an instrument of the mob, he was an instrument
in tbe banda of bia instinct, and went forward in the
commission of tbe act. Tbe counsel quoted a oaae where
the defence was permitted to jualify by showing the doc'aratlonof an alleged thief at the time of hla depositing
the goods en the premises of a neighbor, and after furibur
quoting from thecodonts, added.It seems the learned
counsel for tbe prosecution was unfortunato in distinguishingtbe present case from that of Jarboe;
but if tbe report of the cass, as contained in
this pamphlet, ia correct, it ia perfectly evidentthat Jorboe acted ou the ground that be was
temporarily insane at tbe time of the act of slaying the
reducer ot his sister. This court, in its instructions to the
Jury, meant the case should turn on the Uatut of tho prisoner'smind at tbe moment the killing occurred. It bas
bctn asked on the other side, what Interest bad Mr. Slcklcs
n, hla wife at tbe time be met Mr. Key, for sho then
bad forfeited her marriage vow f I aak, waa not his grief
at the pitch of despair? Mr. Sickles knew hla wife bad
been gui tr of conduct which forfeited her bold on him;
ho taw tbe man who cat off the attachment to bim;
and henceforth what must have been tbe feelings of the
man who waa deprived ot the richeat pearl in the casket
in which be bad placed his jewels?
Mr. Carlisle.I have already distinctly disclaimed having

entertained any such idea or used any such argument. One
of the grounds upon which the proof was otlured was that
tbe deceased was at tho ticnj ofhis death actually proceeding
to commit tbe crime ot adultery with the prisoner's wife,
and that tbe prisoner Blew bim in defence or bis wife's
lienor, and to prevent that crime. Ia this conuection I
referred to tbe fast that, according to tbe theory of toe
dtfence, be bud the day beforo fully ascertained that
on adulterous intercourse for nearly a year had been carriedcn between tbose persona.
Counsel for defenoe replied.If tbe doctrine of tbe prosecutionis a correct one, then wo ought to.stop with tbe Coroner'sjury who found who killed Mr. Key; and according to

tbe pimucuticn, this is the only fact bcfnro tbe Jury. A
strenuous eflbit bas been made to show the stnte of tbe
prisoner's mind at the time of tbe killing ef Mr. Key. If
the Intention is important, and the evidence bearing on it
Is proper, then it seems to me tbe defence is entitlod to
such evidence If we are here merely to dlscjver what
tbe corot.er's Jury found us to tbe killing of Mr. Key, an 1
if this couise is conclusive evidvnso of malice, and is ad
mita.ble, mm Itie prefi'iuieut of the accusation by tbe
gmbd Jury, and trial by petty jury, are unnecessary In
law. But I tay that every fact, wbetber it baara remotely
or nearly to tbe ewe. is p-oper to be shown, to enaols tbo
Jury to understand tbe conultlon of the prisoner's rnlud
at the lime ot tbo killing We ask you to extend tbe line
of Inquiry. If there is objection, it should havo been
previously urged. It was not now for the prosecution,
after experimenting with us, and finding we hive
evidence of the adultery bejoad peradventure, to de
privc us, bj means of technicalities, of this benefit. I ask
tbe Court to review.
The n.Ktru'.t tUonor .Th* bt»i»»*» w vMoh

tbe application was made were first, tbat tbo facts rocitaa
amount to Justification; second, that tbey amount to legal
provocation; third, thattbey are competent ovidvueo 112
connection Willi the qneMion of insauity, and lastly, tbat
they are competent evidi nee for tbe purpose of explaining
tbe Malum nt ol the prisoner at the time of tbe homicido,
and txplammg tho motives and feelings by wbicb he was
a.tuated. The first two grounds could be treated of at
one an I tbe tame time. The questions of Justification and
provocation are legal questions presetted to hut Honor in
connection with the cfler of testimony. It tud been said
tbat the Euglisb rulings could not apply here, because no
such state of luots existed, lie contended that tbe questionswere tbe (ame in substance. The proposition bero
in. 11'« s the truth of facts ottered in evidence. It was to be
taken for granted bv bis Honor that tbey wero true. Tbe
Icyal < fleet of those facts was to be necessarily deter minod
by his Honor, ana In tnut respect th j Judge was performingthe tame functions as were imposed upon English
Judges tn catcs of special verdicts. The question here was
what wss meant by tbe rule as laid down in the Engliau
books of authorities, in regard to the effect of adultery ai

justification. Tbo prosecution here dia not contend for the
doctrine that tbe hrsband must witness tho infidelity of
b h wile. Tbey relied on the wording of tbe English au
thori'ics, tbat if a party "be found in tho act of adultery"
tLe offence of s.ajiug the adulterer would be reduced to
uiaLMaugbter. Tbat undoubtedly was tbe meaning ot the
rule; 11 tound in tbe act, the killing was manslaughter;
but It the husband alterwards slays the adulterer, tbe act
is murder. Tbe oid must* rs purposely uso tbo word
"find." He could imagine that if a man witness from a
riietum-* RAV Wltll a teM-fsCOIM?.hift aife'K llift.li.lltv anrt

afterward! May tbe adulterer, ho would he excluded from
the benefit of the rule. Bo bad bot n asked to define Uie
lice i t tbte rule. It waa impossible to do ao; he might
with as gnat propriety ask the other aide to deflue tne
Iidc cf *Dat tin y call tbe huaband'a marital rights. The
law Lad settled It by declaring that if there were time
autncrf'iit for tbe cooling of the passion, the act of killing
is murder. If the rule was to be extended, the lengtu
claimed by the other side, even to the cue u! ordinary
luft, be aeked what would be the stute of society under
Buch circumptance*? If a man could tako the life of one who
bad lurted lor hia wife, what would be the condition ot'
oclctjy It was not tbe piut o( the prosecution to ataud up
and deiend adultery; It wM a grievous crime, a great outrugeInflicted on the rigbt^pf tbe husband. The qiKStloj
Is, how a party who kills another under such provocation
la to be treated in a court ofjustice? It had been declared
here that, inasmuch aa the Uoid Book had declared that
tbe adulterer should sutler death, and inasmuch as the
civil law did not, the rights of the huabana were remiUod
into his hands. He did not subscribe to any anoh doc
trine, lie would also refer to the Good B->ok to ahow what
bad been almost a Judicial determination of Uua question,
by the Founder of our holy religion:.
Jeatia went unto the mount of Olives.
And early in the morning he came a«ain into the temple,

and all the people came unto him, and he aat down and taught
th*»m
A nd tbe aeribfa sod Pharisees brought unto him a woman

taken In adultery; and when they had set her In the midst,
1 bey ray uato htm, Matter, this woman waa taken In adnlte

ry. In the very act
Now Hoa»a In the law commanded ua that inch should bo

slot ed, but »bataay«st thou?
1 hla they saw, tempting him, that they might have to aecuaa

him. But Jeauaatonpae down, and with hla linger wrote on
the ground, aa >hrugb he heard them not.
to wbeu they oontlLuet aaktng blm, he lifted up himself, and

aid unto them. Be that la without ain among you, let him flr»t
cant a atone at her.
Ard again he atooped down, and wrote on the around.
And tb«y which heard it, being convicted by their own cjnsrlenrn,wett out one by one, beginning at tbe eldest, even

onto the laat: and Jesua waa left alone, and the woman stand
ltig In ike mldtl
V lien Jeaui had lifted up himself and saw none bat ih i

wrman, be aald unto her. Woman, where are thoae thine aeon
strt> batli no mail condemned thee?
Phe "aid, No man. Lord And Jesus said uato her, Neither

do 1 cendemn thee; go, and ain no more.

lbewLole case there recited wn remarkable la lln Incident*;It as It wore, m transfiguration of Christianity
lueir.-a transfiguration a* Rloitoua aa tbat which took
( lure about the mid-' time In tbe presence of Moses and

i.i Kor bimteir, be would ralber have been In tiie pilloijthan id ibo pMitton of tbe last s:ribe or Pbarlaee In
tbAt piertnco. Tbat whole case was an exompliOoa'.ion or
the mesnirg and spirit of Christianity. There
was do hint there tbat the party offended might
take the law It to bit own bands, and bo the voluntary
or InvoUntary instrument of Divluo vcngcanoc. No ; It
war tbe genii* and spirit of Christianity, stooging, as it
were, fiom heaven, and kissing In peace ibo errlog aistor.
lie Id dot deny tbat when the part; Is caught In the act
the law sa> s tbat it ia tbe groatest provocation a husband
l0 receive ; but tbe same law says that when time for

cooling l ac elapsed It la no provocation at all. there was
no i»rUi>ce for any Authority any* here pretesting to atlegotbat It was a justification. Unquestionably it was a

grievous provocation ; but tbo solitary question to be determinedby his Honor was whether tt be legal provocationwhether aucb a provocation a* will rxoasc a man
(or the perpetration of a homicide. It bad boon stated
Uiat there was no instance of aconvir.Uon for murder, here
or id England, In tbe case of a busband wbo had Hlam tbe
adulterer. He would sbow that there was, and for thai purposebe refetred to 8 Jones, N. C. Reports, 24.

(ViSDsel for deftnoc.There tbe prisoner bad made preTtocithreat*.
Tbe District Attorney read a statement cat*, where the

Judge ruled tbat bad tbe prisoner caught the deceased in
the act of adultery be k tiling would have been mwlaugh
ter, but as the killing took place after time to oool
tbe act was murder, and the prisoner vu convicted of
murder. In that case exception was taken, and the Court
of Appeals affirmed the ruling of the Court below, and held
tbat the facta of adultery did aet amount to legal JuatlQca
tion. Id that caee there were peculiar features; tbe pri
roeer '"Xind bis wife In the eom^sny of Uie deenased, going
out fbr the purpose, as he believed, of adultiroiiF inter
course; f fteen minutes after tbat the husband,armed with
a wooden mallet, w»nt after bis wile's paramour aodllew
him and notwithstanding that, the Onuri held that the
^actadid BOtrmoum te a legal provocation. Ia Uut oaae '

ERA
M tke note unoant to tof*l proro-*lioo» ThU »m Um
[oration for bia Honor to iloetde. He held that the fee's
<re c (Tered In etldeoeo did not ftmoaat to legtl prorooi
ioo, utd cooeeqieotly thftt evidence ot th>.m «u not

in WW> IU« ir*ruru wuvxn uu "wi «««»

bad asked for tbe foundation A iti» ruie, m laid down In
Manomg't caee.a very appropriate inquiry. Is its reiaoa
tbktthe adultery *te com in Med, or that that fact had a
certain effect on tbe prisoner's m od. Th« lair presumed
that tbe ftct would pmdttM a certain cffwt on thi prisoner'smind, and therefore tbe Tact itself m'gbt be
proved. But whenever tbe taw says that tbe tempest
of pssslon hboo'd not exist sfter cooling time, then
tbe party rhould not hsve tbe benefit of pretamotion.
It nsd been asked wb*t won Id b- tbe evidence
required in (ate tbe rule there laid down had been enacted
into a statute, and thu Massachusetts authorities had been

Soled. Tb<-y did Dot, It sremed to blm, bear on this rate.
ey were not od tbe Inquiry bern whether lo point of

f»ct tbe adultery wm nommitteri, but whit wm tn<- atatn
of the prisoner's mind In consequnnee of it. It wm sild
tbat tbe case in vol. S Iredell did not bear on thla case,
became it waa the cue of a glavo. One of the counsel
denied that It was law, while tbe other admitted tacitly
tbat It waa liw, bnt that It ought not to be law.
Couurel for defence.I saHl tbat one parlor it was oWtrr,

and tbat tbe part In regard to insanity conflicted with
bis Honor's rulings.
Tbe P strict Attorney held that tbat case illustrated

what was the state of the law in all cast s of hoiuic. le on
tbe ground of adultery, whether the parties were bond or
free. He referred to Archibald's Criminal Practice vol. 2,
page 13, and to Hill's South Carolina Reports, vol. 2, pv«
116. He contended that the extent of cooling time was

necfsssrlly a question of law, and mutt be determined by
bis Honor.

Mr. Pl.illlpa.That would make the Judge the trier o(
tbe whole case.
Counsel lor defenoe.It would be the case ofa special verdict.Tbe District Attorney argued that it waa a mattersolely for the decision of the Judge. He referred to

Archibald's Criminal Practice (2351 on the question of
cooling' time. It waa material for bis Honor to Inatlre
whether there waa cooling time between tbat hour when
bis wife's infidelity waa communicated to the prisoner and
tbe time when he sbot down Key; did it Invovie such a
enara r-.f lima an *Ka( hia MMinn rmoht >A hftVA rti.Uil'Hf

Tbat was the material Inquiry.not whether the pulsion
actually did ceaso.
The luige hcie intimated to the District Attorney that

it was time to make the announcement now tbat had
been agreed upon, referring to the announcement of the
death of the late Chancellor Bibb, who aiod at Georgetowna day or two since.
The District Attorney assented, and surponded his argument.
Mr. Brady would ask the District Attorney to answer

this question: it tbe Judge was to pass on the iiuectim of
provocation, of justification, and of cooling time, what
wm the Jury to |>a>s upon?
Tbe Judge thought Uie answer to that question might be

deferred for the present.
Resolution* ol respect to the memory of tbe late Chan

cellor Bibb, offered by the District Attorney, were entered
on tbe minutes.
Tbe Judge pronounced a high eulogy on Chancellor Bibb,

and tbe Couit adjourned. Before the adjournment tbe
DlRirict Attorney said tbat be understood some of the Ju
rors deaired the privilege of having tome religious booki
to read to morrow.
Tbe counsellor tbe defence had no objection to the Ju

ror« having any sort of books thoy wanted.
Tbe Judge.It Is very easy to see that there mighi

be other books foiBted on the Jury, ana I am anxious U
guard against that.

Mr. Leiden.As Marshal, and as being somewhat respon
sib;e for the character or the documents and books to g<
to the jury, I desire to have the particular description net
tied.
The Judge.Books treating of religious subjects may be

given to the jury under tbe direction or the Marshal.
A Juror.I respectfully ask the Court and counsel the

privilege of sending to my room rot * copy of ''John Nowton'sSermons."
Mr. Magiuder, a Juror, expressed a wish to have the

Bible.
The Judge.I suppose nobody objects to that.
Mr. Magruder.I suppose Dot

Rellploaa Intelligence.
CITY CniTKtillKri.

The Union Religious Services at Niblo's Concert Room
will be continued this evening. Rev. Frederick 0. Clark,
pnstor of the West Twenty-third street PresOyteriM
church, will prcacb.

Biothei David Rogers will preach in the Universalis
Mission cbar*>). No. 69 West Forty-flrst street, betweei
Seventh and Eighth avenues, this afternoon.

Rev. Dr. Maimenamy and lUe friends of the Bible wil
dipcups tbe claims of tbe Apochrypha ard Purgitory, an

answer Romish objections, in Spring street Hill, Mo. 18
Spring street, this evening.
Tbe Rev. George F. Noyes will deliver a discourse I

Hop Oil 11 1U* Wltfosl. three OClOOi
Subject: " Religion and PollIk*."

Divine scrvice will be held in the Third Unitarian cburcl
northeast corner of Broadway and Thirty-geoon 1 streei
this morning, at half-past ten o'clock, and in tbe evenia
at balf past seven, under tbe direction of Rev. O. I
Frotbiugham, who has been regularly established as pni
tor thereof.
Rev. J. Bedford, of Newtown, Connecticut, will preacl

this morning and evening In tbe John street First Metha
diet Episcopal church, the services commencing at thi
uiual hour.
Rev. Sidney A. Corey will preach in the Eighteentl

street Baptut church, ono dour west of Fifth avenue, thii
morning and evening.
The Third Unitarian church, northeart corner of Broadwayand Thirty-feootid street (Rev. O. B. Frotbiugham), it

now regularly established, and open, morning aud even

int.', on Sundays.
In the Stanton street Presbyterian church, corner o<

Forsyth street, tbe pastor, Rev. J. Sanderson, witl deliver
tbe'sermoa in the morning and altemoon, and Rev. & T.
Hiarox in the f venlng.
Rev. Dr. Scndder will preach, this morning, in Dr. Hut

ton's church, Washington square, and at Dr. Siroog't
c'aurcli, corner of Bleecker tod Amos street*, in Uie uvea

tog.
Hcv. George Potto, D. D., will preach at the Academy o

Mum; this evening.
Tfce usual divine lervlce will be held In the Protestant

Epitcopal Mission cburch, Clinton Hall, Astor place, in
charge or the Iter. Robert Cf. Dickson, this morning and

oventog.
In the Orchard street Universalis! church, near Broome

street, Rev. Dr. Sawyer, pastor, will preach, this mornlag
and evening. Subject, " Tho Destruction of Jerusalem as

Foretold in the Scriptures."
Divine servioe will be held, as usual, this morning and

afternoon, and a prayer meeting to the evening, la tho
North Hutch ctiu.ch, corner of Fulton and William streets.
Pub ic wortbip will be Leld this morning to the Now

Jerusa im church (Swedsnborgian) at Lyrlquo Hall, 70S
Broadway. *

Prof. 0. Bush, of the New Jerusalem church, will adminiter the sacrament of the Hoiy Supper this morning,
In the Athenaeum, Atlantic street, corner of Clinton street,
Brooklyn, and deliver a parting address to his friends. The
Rev. Samuel Beswick will preach to the morniog.
Bev. Thomas Gailaudet, rector for St. Aoue'a Cburch for

Dear Mutes, will preach this evening to the Memorial
church, corner of Hammond street and Waverley place.

Mrs. Cora L. V. Hatch will speak to the trance state at
Musical Hall, Brooklyn, this afternoon.

Dr. Armitage, pastor of the Norfolk street Baptist
church, will (ireach this afternoon at three o'clock, in
Trcnor's Academy, Thirty-fourth street, one door west of
Broadway.

In tho Free f'rotestant Episcopal Church, at the largo
eh*pel of the Rutgers Female Iostitute, 264 Hadlion street,
thrco doors above Clinton a'.rect, the whole sorvloe of tho
church will be rendered chorally, this morning and evening.

In the Bieeeker street Universal lit church, corner of
Bleeckcr and Downing street*, Rev. E. W. Reynold*, of
Jamestown, N. V , will preach this morning and evening.
A farewell m trooary meeting will be beld in the i'res.

bjtcrian clnitch, fifth avenue and Nineteenth street*
(Dr. Alexander's,) th's evenlcg, In connection with tl»
departure of Dr. and Mrs. Hepburn, misvionariea of the
rretoju rian Doard, tor the purpose of oatabliahlng a miasloeIn Japan.

AKVt VKRflARlKS.
The Pahbath School of tbe Sixth avenue Reformed

Dutch church will hold its anniversary this evening.
The second anniversary of the Young lien's Christian

Union, of New York, will be held on or about the Uth and
1Ah oi May.
The anniversary of the Vnlon Theological Semlntry, o

thiscliy, will be held In the Merccr street oaurch, on
Monday evening, May ».
American Bible Society, on May 12, at the Academy of

Music.
Ami riran Home Missionary Society, on May 11, at the

Chur. h of the l'uritans.
American Board of Foreign Mips'ons, May 13, plaon not

yot designated.
American and Foreign Christian Union, May 10, Dr.

McCllntock'a chnicb, on Fourth avenue.
ivfi«rlrjn Hraman'a (Virnri KfVlPtV. WAV 9.

The American Mi««ionar> AMocUttion bold* it* anniverikrytLlit >««r tn Roetou; tud too rrenbymrun (O. 9)
Dnarit of Foreign M.mIod* »t tailiuapolii, during the mi
ting of lbs (i<n« r»l Awmoty.
The Stm York SUle (WoniMtlon ftxilMy, 1Uj 10, la Ibe

Dutch Hcforuwd Cburch, l-*f«yettoiquare.
ORPfNATIONS.

Rev. J. I. T. Ooolldfre, formerly pastor of the Thirteenth
UniterkM tburcb, Uouum, wm oriUi&oU m m Kyutcop*t

LD.
PRICE TWO CENTS.

clergyman, at SL Paul's church, Thursday morning, by
Bishop Euiburn.
Mr. Juki R. Bourn*, of Strykersvllle, Wyoming

county, New T .ik, was «ru»iu»i ee an tviugelist, oy mm
Eocltslaatlcal Cuoidi convened at trial pitoe, Kao. 8.

IWTITATIONg.
The m«m' erf of the cburca ami society of tbe Oaooort

Presbyterian ctioreb, la Clactnoa'l, have voted to give the
Rev. Dr. Sunderland, of Washington city, a call to tsiMss
their paator.
Tbe Knox Presbyterian cbarcb, formerly worshipping

a* freeman place chapel, and now at toe Metonaon Hall,
(Tr'-mont Ten pie.) Bofton, have extended a unanimous
call to Roy. D»vii MaglU, of Philadelphia, to beooeae their
paator.

INVITATIONS ACCEPTED.
Rev. Z. M. Humphrey, of Mliwaukie, bet accepted ft

call from tbe locuty of the tim Preabyterian caurch in
(hi if,".
Her Joseph Wilton baa aeeepted a call to the Preetoyterianchurch of Pleasait Prairie and Long Point, 111.
Rev. W. n. Kpanldlng baa accepted a unanimous Inrttatlonto the patfirale of tbe cbnreh In Briaiol, H. H., and

enters opon hia labors tbere immediately.
INVITATIONS DKCLINED.

Rev Or. Motes U. Ho*e, of Richmond, Va., baa deoHned
a call to the lust Dutca Krlormtd Cburch in New York.
As a very ntrong inducement vo Mr. B.. a salary of $8,000
(.er ai.Lum waa ofTerod, with tbe free uae of a paraoaage,ihe anuual rent of which Is 1,000 a year, and fttrnlahed
at an excuse of 816,000.

Rev. T. IVWitt Talmace.of Belleville, N. J., has declinedtbe call extended to him by tbe Ri-forme I Dutch
Chvrrb of Sixth avenue, In this city, and also the call from
the church at Byraause.

Rer. J H. Buydam, partor of the Dutch Reformed
Chinch, Flshklll, who received a call to take charge of
tbe ehurrh at Montgomery, Orange eouety, has declined,
preferring to remain where he had first located.
Kev. ut. lUROoa, of Ainaay, DM declined a recent 'oall

to San ]>'(MtCl»CO.
RESIGNATION.

R iv. B. C. Smith baa resigned bla pastoral charge, of
fifteen years' duration, in Prausburg, N. Y., on aocomit of
ill health.

NEW CQUBCHE8.
Tlie dMiiration of tbe new Baptist church In Augusta,

Ga., took pltc on the lutn Inst. rbe aermon on the oocasioow»s delivered by Rev. J. E. Ryerson.
The enrnpr itone of a Methodist church waa laid !

I.jncbburg, Va., on the 6th inst.
MISCELLANEOUS.

The Sixth Universalis! society in New York, Rev. J.U.
Sb<p*rd, iHuior, hiinerto worrhipping in a small hired
cburch In Twenty fourth street, have purchased the church
la Twentieth street, on the south aide, a little earn of Seventhavenue.

The dtoip Boston failed from Boston on the 13th Instant
for Calcutta, having on board the following miaatonartee
tent out by tbe Methodist Missi Jiiary Sjcieiy R<v. C. W.
Judd and wife, Rev. E. W Parker and wife, Rev. J. R.
Downey and wife, and Rev. J. M. Thoburn. Exercises
were beld on chipboard previous to sailing.

At the conference ol the United Brrtbrtn of Christ, recent?beld In RobreiviUe, Washington county, Mil., sevevtral o( the preachers appearod with beards or such
Nuacbtan dimensions that one of the brethren, an aged

1 and vtnerable cUrgyman, waa Induced to offer a reaolu>>.1011 to ihe effect thai every preacher of the confereuoe be
required to shave off his beard at least once a week, which,
after a ppiiitel and amusing discussion, was carried in the

> affiimative.
Tt.e General Assembly or the Presbyterian Church in

the United JSlates of America will meet in the Oeatrai
1 l'rtsby let lan church of Wilmington, Delaware, on Thurs|dsy, the ll»ih ol' May.

Upwards of sixty years ago Rev. Ebenewr Price, of
Boscawen, N. II.. was settled at Belfast, lie., aad waa the
first minister of that place. Not one member uf tbe parish
tbst called him is now living, but Mr. Price, at the advancedage of eighty seven years, is still living, and now
resides in Boston.

Mis. Harriot K. Bunt, of Boston, has taken to preacoinjt,and bas already outdated at Atbol, Westminster, and
fU cebam, Muss.

Mrs. Jenkins, of New York, who baa been relied upon
to preacb in Music Ball, belore Theodore Parker's society,
bas declined.

Rev. R. M. Nott. of New York, will spend a few Sabbaths
In Cincinnati, ana preacb at the Ninth street Baptist
church.

1 NEW TOKK CBTBCHM.
» The New York correspondent of the Boston Journal taxtlsbrstbe fullowing statements in a recent letter:.Rev.

In. Morgan's society is soon to remove up town from tbe
1 corner ol Broadway and Houston street. His churoh,
1 kLoan ar St. Thomas' church, has for years been koown
5 ss one ol tbe landmarks of New York. Grace church,

Triiiiter Trtnfrv rhan*l ami th» rKnroK nf

Ibave eclipsed the glory of St. Thomas'; but in eailier
times (big wag ooe of the leading cburcnes of tbe Episcopallaiih It *u bum in and tQe interior roof
vu modelled after Westminster Hall. But tbe demandof trade called for lu removal. Too land is very

i, valuable; I in told tbat It has been sold for tbe
lull tutu of 9440,OUO. Tue cburch bas secured sixteen
lotc en forty secon I street and Fiftn aveuue, nine blocks
only from Bmhcp Hughes' great cathedral, and tbe wealth
ol 8t. Ttornas' will enable tbe corporation to pat up oao
of ibe must elegant and spacious bousee of Protestant
worship 10 this city. Tbe Kifih avenue and Murray Hill
will bo as celebrated soon for tbe location of the leallng
church' i a# It sow is for the residence of tbe moat arlst>
ci atic or our people. Dtgmnlng with Washing .on square
and pasflog up toward Murray Bill, tbe visiter will pass
the (hurch ol the Ascension, Rev. lir. Bedell's; tbe First
Prisbyierian Church, Bev. Or. Phillips, one of the most
elegi.nt churches, and by far tbe most coetly site in New
VoiH. Bev. Mr. Corey °s Baptist cnurcb, just off F.fth avenue,on FJgbuenth street; tbe commanding Presbyterian
rbnrcb, Rev. Br. Alexander pastor, on Nineteenth street;
tbe Felormed Dutch church, under tbe care of Dr. Me'Jauly,on Twenty-first street, wblcb is the original church
that was once in Garden street, near w fit re now tbe Exchangestands; tbe new msrble Dutch church on Twenty

Limhstreet, ooe of tbe collrgiatu churches; Christ's
church, Ep rcopal, near Thirty fourth rtroet; Rev. Dr.
Sprirg's new bouse on Thirty seventh street, and now
h<>v. lir. Morgan's, on Forty secood street, not to mentionother churches near Filth avenue, but not on it.so
tbat this fumed thoroughfare on tbe Ssobaih holds almost
the whole churchgoing population of fashion of tbis city.
And It has b«<onie tbe great promenade on the Lord's

! Day. At neon it Is flentely crowded with the young, the
gay, tbe elrpsnt, the well dressed and tbe fashionable.
And at tbe hour cf lour or five on a p'easaut alternron of
tbe sabbath H is crowded with strollers, as Boadway la

I" on a week day. And perrons make it a point to promenadehere on Sutday afternoon. And when tbe weather
becomes more ileasant the fashionable part of New York
Will be lound beie en Sabbath alter noon.

Apprehended Revolt at States Island.
RrMllKH OP AN ATTACK ON TUB QUARANTINE Bt'lLD)M,S.MhKTlXUOV TIM POLIO C'OMMl.-irUONltHK.
ritEPARATIONS TO REF&L TBK INblHOkNTS, KCC.
The Coaimlreionnrs of Police held a moetlng yesterday

af.ernnon. The special business before lbs Board was the
subject of another attack upon the Quarantine buildings,
nilialu Information h»ln> t>Mn mmnunimi^i « '»

Oommiwipcer#, thai In ease tbe bill now before the Legislature,in lavor of the removal of tbe present Quarantine
vaa not panted on tbe adjournment of that body, tbe citizensof SUten Island would immediately proceed to de*
troy tbe bulIJings which have been erected daring tbe *

pert winter. It wu also understood that a large meeting
was to be beld on the Island on Saturday evening, at NautilusHan, regkrdirg tbe bnrnlog or the buildings, ard in
all probability the meeting would end In a unanimous feelingto immediately proceed and destroy tbe buildings.
Tbe Crmtnissioners thereupon adopted the fallow lag resolution.

Renlved. That Ibe General Superintendent be directed to
told in re*din»ss tvumer. under eomniaud o OapUm Waterturv»rd Vrrse -nla Raltnn, **re*too, Rlron «nd Uege, to proceedto Quarantine for the defence of the Quarantine buildings.
Samuel Brevoort, tbe special aid to the General SuperIntenowii,was detailed as roramtoRary for the men.
Toe following communication, with the resolution,m

at onoe forwarded to General Superintendent rallmadge -J

F. A. TjU-SAWia. F.sq . General Superintendent:.
Pia < Fib.1 he forr«oing reenlntlon waa u»aaed at a specialu,e<ttrig Of tbe board of Poll.*, held this dev. Keapectfu'lr.QBo. W. aMBftsK, CbtefUerk.
A rati. 16 18f9.
Grn. T*i madge aorord'ngly communicated the above

rrsotlion to Iteputy Superintendent Carpenter, when the
reqnired number of men were ordered to bold thomnelves
in rcadimse at the First, Seoond end Third ward station
bouses, in a«e tbelr services wsre needed dertng the
ti'f bt. Two t Ulcere were ordered to proceed at onon to
Quarantine to keep a lookout on the movements of tbe
people of the island.

In order to let the rVmtnlstlonerg of Emigration know
of the movi men's on tbe part of tne Police Onmmnxloner*,
the fullowlt g communication waa sent to that body by lbs
General d<i|4Tiiiten<l> nl:.
ouvitnncATioit or th* gkkkiui fi Mntnrrmisxr to tub con*

WlNJIOJtBW or BMIORATIOS.
Ornce Or rrr**mt*»ns»T or Pnuce, }

413 Br<h>iie STsrrr corsbb or k.ls. >
New ro«R. April 16 I8M. >

Totub fn*sin*rt ortbb OomiissioBBiia or kminbatiom>Fr'.rnI> recent visli «nd jbaerv.ikin «l or aear Ouaiwnttne I
iRrovered * dlsp<*ltton lo rerew lb.- xtaek ni.au die buildings
ty.nn.nUne lb r»» the WU for ib removal of Quarantine

iinnld Ml lo ('«
Fiom luiorm»djn iv-eiv«-d from Albany, we are appreh»n-

rlvf thot ir""" l'UJ *D"um uo* I"*" U,B o""neciea may Mioruy
«l'h » resolution ntih*Oot»»t*>tonereof Poltrel have diree«ed one humtnd and twenty man b« hold in

mw pioceed to Q<.ar< nttae for it* proteutoi at. abort
notice
ton will ploatr tbewfor*. fire me the 'arltfit rotk* if you

UwrM»n to upprthend any attack upon Um building* at
Oni r*niln«

1 nhmiM feel ob'tted by rere'Ttng mit Information, if yon
are | of any, la regard to any conu-niplatej aovemenuot (lie loaurRtDia. Eeapeetfnlly, your obedient Mrraot,

r. A. T«LI,MArHJK.
General Bopertntendant of Polio*.

About 120 oT the toIchdIo rid-a were again obtained,
and placed in the bands cf the police In cue they Aould
be needed during the ni^bt.

City Intflllnnce.
Pot Vtsfiiw .Atig'iatoa Brucfi, a boy "t ytmn t

of ago, left hta laUx-r's reaidenoe one we. yeaierday,
and h«a nnt been heard of aince. He w ~ * wry q'llei
boy,acd Ma dUappea'anuo I* a mystery. ll'» rather ra-
atd«B Hi 168 (fedlord itreel.

A*nTwww Phuarp Vaicti.U I* «Ut*l In Rftwit Ihtt a
1 rn.trh lx'two*D J'Dcl»o and Httrulter is lbXVI7 to
m pl*y»j in ttus c1i7.


